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V I X I") I C A T I O X . 



In the toniier vohinic of t.huse Collections, ijuldifilnjd in 1870, an 
attempt wna niaile to ombody in isbi'ouDlogical oi'dci' sucli iiutbontic ac- 
cDunfe ns could lie Ibiind of tho piooee dings of tlie dittei'eot uouvaul.ioaM 
of the iulialjitanta of tlie New Hampshke Crrants, prior to tlie esUiljliwIi- 
iiient of tlie state governiueiit ofVeiinont in 1778. Ko otigiualjouruals 
of those conventions could be found, and information io regard to tlieir 
proceedings was sought for in all quai'tera whei'e it was thought it might 
be obtained. Among the sources fromwhidi information waa procured, 
were tlie fourth volume of the Documentary Histoiy of New York, the 
published journals of the Kew York Congress of 1775, the Connecticut 
Coui'ant published at Hartford for the yeai- 1777, Mr. Slade's Vermont 
State Papers, the manuscript papere in tlie offices of the Secretaries ol' 
State at Albany and Montpelier, and a Manuscript copy, from what wa« 
believed to be an authentic copy of the journals of several conventions in 
1776 and 1777. The sources from which the accounts of these proceed- 
ings were obtained were distinctly indicated in the publication itself, 
either by introductory statements or foot notes, so tliat the veritication 
of each part, and the credit to which it was entitled, could be conveniently 
tested by historical students. 

The number of the Kew York Historical Magazine for January 1871, 
edited by Henry B. Dawson, Esq., contains a very sliai-p and bitter criti- 
cism on this part of the Society's volnme, in wliich he assumes to liave 
discovered numerous erroi's and falsehoods of so flagrant a character as, 
in his view, to justify Wm in making a charge of intended deception and 
fraud on the part of the Committee of Publication. He claims that then' 
work is not a feir account of actual proceedings, but is a " reconstructed 
record" got up by the Committee for the purpose of placing the conduct 
of the Vemionters in their early controversy with New York on a more 
favorable footing than then' original proceedings would warrant, and that 
their publication is therefore " entirely useless as an authority in histori- 
cal enquiry." This charge of fraud in the publication, if well founded, 
not only deprives it of historical authority, but ensures the just condemn- 
ation of tlie Committee of Publication by all lovers of honesty and truth. 

The chronic propensity of Mr. Dawson to treat such opinions as do not 
coincide with his own, as founded in dishonesty and cilme, must he well 
known to the readei;s of his inagfi^ius, and some of them mSy have not^ 
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iced that this propeiisitj' becomes peculiarly active aad violent whenever 
any queation of Vermont history is concerned. He has in his magazine 
habitually sought to stigmatise Vermontera by branding them with oppro- 
brious epithets, calling them "renegade Green Mountain Boys," " Seces- 
sionists," " Nnlliflers," "traitors," "thieves," Jtc, &c., and it has aiso seemed 
impossible for him to notice the work of a Yermonter without, as in his 
present article, impugning the motives of tlie writer, misrepresenting his 
statements, and charging him with unfounded delinquencies.* This con- 
tinued exhibition of his bitter hostility, together with the seriousness of 
his present charge against the integrity of Vermont history, must be our 
apology for a somewhat extended examination of the grounds on which 
he founds his criticisms. 

Ml'. Dawson commences his present strictures by stating that in their 
publication, the Society " employed a copy instead of the original jwajmi- 
scripta.'" It is true that copies only were employed, and for the reason 
which is fully declared in theii; publication, that no originals could be 
found. Parts of the proceedings of several conventions were found in 
newspapers and in other publications, and in different manuscripts, as 
before stated, the most important of the latter being a copy of the pro- 
ceedings of several conventions, furnished by the Hon. James H. Phelps, 
of West Townshend, Vt., which manuscript and the use made of it are 
particularly mentioned in the publication itself. The copy, as Judge 
Phelps informed the Committee, was made by him in 1859 ftom the back 
part of an old account book in which Dr. Jonas Fay, who had been clerk 
of some of the conventions, had made charges against his patieiits for 
medical sei'vices. The book was in the possession of Judge Phelps but 
a short time, and he was unable to give any certain account of what be- 
came of it, though he thought it might probably be found in the possess- 
ion of some of Dr. Pay's descendants. Inquiries were made for it in 
quarters where it was thought most likely to be found, but without suc- 
cess, and it was accordingly stated (page 49) that it was " not known to 
be now in existence." 

Mr, Dawson in his criticism undertakes to show the inaccuracy of the 
Society's publication by comparing it with what he calls "iAe original 
minutes, as left 63/ the Secretary who wrote th&n," but he does not state the 
form in which these " original minutea" have been preserved, or how or 
where he obtMUed them, or give any description of thorn, or specify any 
evidence of their authenticiiy. As the Society's publication shows that 
it was made from co^'es, because no originals could be found, and as what 
he claims as the original minutes must have come recently into his hands, 
it would seem to have been no more than fair for him to give some ac- 
count of bis newly discovered manuscript, before condemning others for 
not following it, and thus also enabling othei-s, as well as himself, to form 
an opinion of what his new discovery really was, and to judge of the credit 
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U> wlik'li it »;is 1' till lied, II, might possibly tiini out tlial. Mr. BavvHou 
lias not ill bis possession "the oi-iginal minutes" of any of these conveii- 
tioos, hnt only copies, — perhaps only the same hook from which Judge 
Phelps copied, — the entries in which were certified — not as " originoX 
minuies," bnt as copies, — sometimes with the words "Errors excepted," as 
niay be seen in the Society's publication at pages 13, 16, 16, 20, 34, 37, 42. 
But whatever may be the character of the manuscript by which Mr. Daw- 
son calls in question the correctness of the Society's publication, it will 
be found on examination that several of the most important defect* which 
be names have no existence in point of fact, and that the residue of them 
are so trivial and harmless as to preclude any idea, in an unprejudiced 
mind, tliat they could have been made for any sinister purpose wliatever, 
much less for that which Mr. Dawson supposes, of enhancing the credit 
of Vermont at the expense of New York, In an account of some twenty 
different conventions held during a pej'iod of twelve years from 1765 to 
1777, which covers over fifty pages of the volume and includes tlie names 
of more than two hundred different persons, many of them several times 
repeated, the industry of the critic h;is enabled him to discover three or 
four instances in which he claims that either the christian or surname of 
an individual is wrongly given, and nearly as many in which he says the 
day of the proper month is erroneously stated, but none of them changing 
the character of the proceedings in the smallest degree. These, and such 
like errors, which may bo found in almost all publications and even in the 
critic's own article,— all of which would have been readily accounted for 
by any impartial reader, as innocent mistakes of the copyist or of the type, 
with other charges which are unfounded in fact, — make up his indictment 
against the Socieiy for fraud in their publication. 

Mr. Dawson, after stating that "a merely casual glance at the recon- 
structed record has satisfied us [him] that it is entirely unreliable as ma- 
terial for liistory," proceeds to specify what he terms the "more imports 
ant errors, in this very important portion of the volume" of the Society, 
under separate and distinct heads, fourteen in number, each of which we 
will now proceed to notice in its order. We shall be obliged to occupy 
more space in the investigation than we could desire, from the necessity 
ive feel of copying most of the critic's complaints in ftill, that we may not 
be accused of doing him injustice in stating them, as well as to exhibit 
to our readers the temper, or, as the lawyers woiild call it, the 5110 animo 
of Iiis production. 

Wis give SPECIFICATION No. 1 as near as may be, uerftattm et literaUm, 
as follows: 

"1. — The Warrent for the first meeting, dated, according to this ver- 
sion, "Arlington, lOtli Deer. 1775" was really dated "Aklington, 20th 
Deer. 1775;" and the third aiticle of the same Warrent, instead of pro- 
viding "To see if the Lawof New York shall have free circulation where 
" it doth infringe on our properties, or Titles of Lands, or Riots (so called) 
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" ill (lufciicu of Uie same," us iucliuated in this volunio, really provided "to 
"see if the Law of New York shall liavefree cireiilation where it do(/tiio( 
"itiMnge" *e. a distinctiDn with a difference, whioh will be useful to those 
who shall study the temper of the Vermontese of that period, with due 
attention." 

The convention, of which tlie notice in the waiTant dated at Arlington 
was given, was to tie holden at Dorset the 16th of January 1776, and it 
was certa,iiily of no moment wliatever, whether it hore date the 10th or 
till' 'IWi of December, and in regard to the other supposed error com- 
pliiiiKiil ol' by Mr. Dawaon, we fail to see wliat "the distinction with a 
(liircitiue" i;ni possibly be. No giieation depending on the language of 
the iirticlu respecting " tlie fl-ee drculation" of Hie law of New York ap- 
pears to hive been voted upon The convention resulted in a petition to 
the continental Oongiess, to be allowed, for the preservation of their land 
titli s til L\t i„ iui-:t iTtLit Biitam under the OongreBS, as inhabitants 
of 111 ^ II ii| h (Tiarits and not Under New York, of which peti- 
liiuiil I likes ipeiial notice. The omission of the word 

;([i a I I I I IiLation if it i eally was an omission, was doubt- 

less HI fi I I 111 ( op\ 1st oj tht, punter, and would have been so re- 
gaided bj Hn\ ont not ani.ioush seeking a pretext for fanlt finding. 

No. 2.— Under this specification Mr. Dawson charges that Oliver 
Eviu and not Oliver Everts was an "assistant clerk of the eonTention of 
January 16, 1773," and that it was James Sard and not James Swd who 
"served on the committee to whom the third Article in the Warrent was 
refen-ed." Well, it may be that Mr. Dawson is right. Both the assist- 
ant clerk and the committee man were persons unknown to fame, and it 
is impossible now to tiscertain exactly how they wrote their names, for to 
this day Averts, Hard and Htird are names of many families in Vermont, 
and Evits is rarely, if indeed ever, used except incorrectly for Evm-ts; 
but what shall he thought of a critic who shall gravely found a charge of 
fraud against respectable persons, on the di3Covei7 of so slight a varia- 
tion in the spelling of the names of two obscure individuals, who had 
probably been dead for more than half a century. 

If we were to follow the example of the critic in cavilling at trifles, we 
might call his attention to errors of date and of spelling in thatpart of his 
own aj'ticlealreaclynoticed, of as great significance as those he charges up- 
on the Society's publication. Thus, in his second specification, he speaks 
of the meeting at Dorset of which the before mentioned notice had been 
given, as having been held " the 16th day of January 177 J," when in fact 
it was not held till January 1776*, one yeai' after, wliich is quite as impor- 
tant an error as that complained of by him in the alleged change of date 
from the 30th to the 10th of December. Again, in his two first speciflca^ 
tions he uses three times a word which we have not been able to find in 
any modern dictionary iu our possession, viz. the word Warrerei. "We 
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suppose Mr. Dawson wrote the Word Warrant, with the letter a in tiw. 
last syllable, and that the heedless typesetter changed it into an e, three 
times repeated, which makes it quite as great a blundei' as the supposed 
change of the name of Hard to Hwrd by mistaking the letter a for the let- 
ter 1*. We are not so uncharitable as to charge-Mr. Dawson with inten- 
tional fraud in this mntter. 

Charge No. 3 is, that in the Petition to Congress which was adopted 
at the January convention of 1776 before mentioned, the order of the 
King in Council making Connecticut River the boundary between New 
York and New Hampshire was recorded in the minutes of the convention 
^'asof thedateof the-ithof July A. D. 1764"; hut that in the Society's 
^^reconstructed minutes" the date is give» as the.SOtli of July 1764, We 
do not believe the date was recorded as of tlie 4th of July in the orUjhiaJ 
minutes, but if it wei-e, it was clearly a clerical mistake, which ought at 
once to be eoixected. The offlcial certified copy of the order whicli was 
sent out from England to Lieutenant Gfovemor Golden, and which he 
published to the settlers by proclajnation the 10th of April 17C5, is fouud 
in the office of the Secretary of State at Albany, in volume 92 of Colonial 
Manuscripts at page 122, Copies of it are in the 4th volume of tlie Doc- 
imientary History of New York at page 574; in volume 3 of Belknap's 
New Hampshire, page 389; and in Slade's Vermont State Papers, page 
19,— all with the date of July 20, 1764. That date is also given in all 
histories that treat of the matter. The date of the declaration of Ameri- 
can, independence might as well be stated to have been the 20th of J uly, 
as that of the king's order to have been tlie ith of tliat month. 

The next specification of Mr. Dawson is as follows: 

" 4. — In the same Petition and Remonstrance, reference was made, as 
duly recorded by tlie Clerk of the Convention, on the Minutes of the Con- 
vention, reference was made to the aggregate body of "Land Trader's" 
whom the Vermontese were then resisting: in the reconstructed Min- 
Mtes, by interpolating the woi-ds " of New York," those who have con- 
ti-olled the volume before ns have managed to secure a new weapon for 
their use, in tlieir contest with tlie phantoms, from Ifev) York, which 
liave so long haunted them," 

The words " reference was made" seem to have been interpolated in this 
specification. Should not Mr. Dawson oaU somebody to account foi- this 
act of re-coQstruction ¥ If the reader ■vi'ill examine the publication com- 
plained of, he will iind that the phrase "Land Traders of New York" is 
used three times in the Petition, twice on page 17 and once on page 18. 
In the first instance, " the MonopolMng L<md Traders of Wew York" ai'e 
charged with being instrumental,— after the petitioners had obtained and 
aetUed on gi-ants from New Hampshire, — in procuring the king's oi-der 
of July 1764 changing their jurisdicticn to New York. In the second 
place, that " the Land Traders of N^o York Petitioned the theu Qovernor 



,di„Google 



8 Vermont Historical Society Collections, 

of that Province for- grants of Land," and obtained grants of land occu- 
pied by tlie petitioners, In tlie tiiird instance, the petitioners speal; of 
" the iinkappy disputes which have happened between tliose Land Tradsi-!: 
of Mem Tbrfc"aticl the petitioners. Tlie words above given iu Italics are 
exact quotations from the petition. 

The pith and substance of this complaint (No. 4) is, that by inserting 
the words " of JTeu) YorW after those of " Land Traders," one iAme too 
many, "those who have controlled the volume" have constructed "a new 
weapon" with which to combat Wew York. It must be a sufficient an- 
swer to tills complaint, that the weapon, whether useful or not iu a fight 
with New York, is by no means a nem one, but is a weapon that was in 
existence a long time before the Society's publication was thought of 
In Slade's Vermont State Papers, published in 1823, pages 61 to 64, the 
Petition will be found with the words " Land Traders of New York" in- 
serted three times precisely as in the Society's publication. The petition 
is also printed in the Eural Magazine, published at Eutiand, by Dr. 
Samuel Williams, for the month of May 1795, (Tol. 1, p. 359,) with the 
obnoxious words "of New York" following "Land Trailers" in all the 
places where it is found in the Society's volume. The complaint there- 
fore of the critic, that "those who have controUed the volume before us 
have managed to secure a new weapon for their use, in their contest witli 
the phantoms JViMJi New Yovk^' is altogether unfounded, the weapon be- 
ing at least sevonty-flve years old. 

It seems not a little remarkable that Mr. Dawson, who had the State 
Papers of Mr. Slade before him, while he was preparing his criticism, as 
will hereailer be seen, should have failed to look into the Petition in that 
volume. If he had done so he would have seen that tlie Society's Com- 
mittee had nothing to do in constructing tlie supposed new weapon, and 
might thus have been spared the unpleasant duty of making a false charge 
against them. That he heedlessly neglected to notice so obvious a source 
for information on the subject, certainly cannot serve to strengthen any 
reputation he may now have for being a thorough and impartial searcher 
after historical truth. 

But. there could he no motive whatever for " those who controlled the 
volume" to insert the words of Mew Yorlt in the manner complained of, 
for their insertion or omission could not alter the sense of the Petition in 
the slightest degree. Mr. Dawson lias not condescended to state in 
which of the three places of the Petition the words "of New York" have 
been interpolated. It could not have been where the Land Traders were 
lirst mentioned, because it would have then been indispensable to state 
what Land Traders were intended, and the words "of New York" wouldbe 
necessarily used. It could not have been in the second instance because 
the words " that Province," which follow " Land Traders" in the same sen- 
tence, could refer back to no other word but " New York," which must 
have been previously used. It must, then, have been in regard to the 
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third ill which the offense was charged, and what is the offenscV It is 
this, that after the term " Land Traders of New York" liad heen twice 
used io the Petition, the same Land Tradera had in Mr. Dawson's man- 
nscript heen designated as "(/iose Land Traders," and that the Commit- 
tee had improperly fidded to "those Land Traders" the ohaoxious words 
"of New York." Every one will readily see that " those Land Tradei-a" of 
Mr. Dawson were the identical " Land Traders of New York" which had 
heen previoiifily mentioned, and that the additional words "of New 
York" did not and conld not change (hf^ meaning of the language in the 
slightest degree. But if the additional words had been n^wly inserted, 
as charged by Mr. Dawaen, the idea that they could in any way have 
been used as a " weapon" against New York must he set down as a mere 
"phantom" of the critic's own "liaunt-ed" imagination. 

Specification No. 5 is in tlie following woi-ds: 

" 5. — The official aignatiires of the Ohairniau and Secretary of the Dor- 
set Convention of the sixteenth of January, 1776, which this veraion of 
the Mirmtes presents, in the record of the same Petition and Eemon- 
strance, at the foot of the nineteenth page of this volume, are not in the 
ori^nai Minutes, as left by the Beeretary who wrote them; and, to those 
who are unacquainted with the fiiets, this strange error, of either the Ed- 
itors or tile Printer of this volume, will serve to destroy the usefulness 
of the entire entry, and to mislead those who are groping, in this dai'k 
subject, for the exact truth of tlie matter." 

Tlie Italics in this quotation, as well as tlie capitals, are the critic's, not 
ours. In making this charge, Mr. Dawson must have forgotten to take 
even bis " merely caeual glance at the teacliings of this reconstructed rec- 
ord," with which he commenced his notice of it, for the charge is wholly 
without foundation in fact. The conclusion of " the Petition and Eemon- 
straoce" is, indeed, on the 19tli page, hut it ends with the words, "as in 
duty hound, your honors' petitioners shall ever pray," without any signor 
turea whatever—" official " or otherwise. It is followed, near " the foot of 
the nineteenth page," hy the proceedings of the convention which adopted 
it, which proceedings are concluded and certified towards the middle of 
the succeeding page. The publication, in this respect, is enth'ely with- 
out error. The proceedings of tHe convention of January 16, 1776, are 
given precisely as found in Slade's State Papers and in the Rural Maga- 
zine before referred to, and word for word as copied hy Judge Phelps 
from the manuBcript before described, and which is presumed to be that 
which is now in the possession of Mr. Dawson. We venture to say that 
if he will allow the Society's puhlication to he compared with his own 
manuscript, it will be found to agree with it verbaUm et literatim. 

If the absolute falsehood of this charge was not seen by Mr. Dawson, 
he at least made it without any examination into its truth, and witli a 
heedlessness of the reputation of others which cannot entitle him to any 
special commemlation as a model of historical research and feimeas. He 
must at least be content to accept for himself the sentence he so ilippantly 
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passetl upon the Editoi's, and admit that this "sti'ange error" of his slioiild 
"serve to desti-oy the usefulness"' and credit of his "entire" article. 

The followiug is the next Speciitcation in order: 

" 6.— The interpolation of a line, assigning a motiTe for the sudden at- 
tempt of Heman Allen to withdraw the insurgents' Petition and Remon- 
strance from hefbre the Continental Congress, ■was simply a piece of im- 
pei-tinenee on the part of the Editors and is a fraud on those who shall 
read, these re-eonstructed Minutes : there is no such reason aseigned, in 
the real Minutes, as -written by the Secretary of the Convention, 

Doubtless a'reader of these strictures of the critic woidd infer ftom his 
language that the Editoi-s he mentions had inserted in their publication 
certain words wliioh did not belong there, in such a manner as to give 
theii readers tounderstandthattheyformed apart of the original journal. 
They have done no such thing. They have inserted words between 
brackets — [thus]— as an indication that perhaps an omission had been 
made in the journal, which tliose words would supply. This practice is 
quite too common to deceive any one. It is indeed always understood to 
amount to a statement that the words thus included in brackets do not 
form a pai-t of this text, and it is presumed that few persons other tlian 
Mr. Dawson — and he perhaps only in an emergency — would think of 
founding a charge of fraud upon it. 

Hemau Allen had been charged with the presentation of the petition 
of the 16th of January 1776 to Congress, and his account of his proceed- 
ings with it was entered on the journal of the convention of Uie 24th of 
July following. His statement of the withdi-awal of the petition, thus en- 
tered, closed with the words, "tlie Petition not being ready at hand at 
that time," which seemed inconsistent with the fkct of its withdrawal. 
On recm-ring to the joumsd of Congress it was found that that body, on 
the 4th of June 1776, passed a resolution in relation to it as follows: 

"Besolved that Heman AUen have leave to withdraw the petition by him 
delivered in belialf of the inhabitants of the Kew Hampshire Grants, he 
represenUim that lie lias left at Iwme some papm-s and vouchers, necessary to 
mppori the allegations therein contained.^' 

It probably occurred to the "Editors" tliat it was "the papers and 
vouchers" mentioned in the resolution of Congress, rather than the Pe- 
tition, which were "not at hand," and for that reason words to such effect 
were inserted in brackets, when the con.dusion of Mr. Allen's acxiount 
would be as follows: 

[Some papers and vouchers necessary to support Uie allegations in] "the 
Petition not being ready at hand at tliat time. ' 

For this suggestion in brackets, reference was mads to the proceedings 
of Congress on the subject in Blade's State Papers and the Early History 
of Vermont, so that every reader might know on what autiiority it was 
made and judge for himself what credit ought to be given to it. It is of 
very slight impoi-tance whether the suggestion be considered as entitled 
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to credit oi' nut. It ia but a mere snggeatiou and tijilaiiily lurnislies no 
ground on which Ix) pvedinate a charge of fl-aud. 

SrECi¥iCATiON No. 7.— In tlie proceedings of tlie Dorset convention 
of Sept, 25, 1776, which cover ten pages of the Society's publication, in 
which the uanies of fifty-one members and of thirty-five towns wliicli they 
represent«d are given, Mr. Dawson has been able to find baj'ely one 
grave error, audit is this, that Mr. Abraham Ivet>, instead of representing 
Waliingford, really represented K. "Wallingford. He announces his im- 
portant discovery of this offensive act of reconstruction in the follo^viug 
gi'ave language: 

'■ 7. — In the DorHet Convention of the twenty-fitUi of September, 1776, 
" Ml' Abraham Ives" really represented " Jf. Wallingford,"' wherever that 
town may have been; not " TTaZfeg/orci," as these re-constructed JiftV 
utea would have us suppose." 

Well, all we can say about it is that we Imve heard of but one toivtiship 
of Wallingford in Vermont, and that in the list of members and towns of 
this convention in Slade's State Papers, (p. 66,) and also in a similar list 
in the Rural Magazine, published in 1795, fVol. 1, 309,) Mr. Abi-aliam 
Ives is made to f epresect Wallingford precisely as in the Society's publi- 
cation, and not If. Wallingford. As our cridc requires JT. Wallingford 
to be represented, "viherev&r that town may have 6eere," it seema he would 
have us suppose that Vermont was honored on that occasion by a carpet- 
bagger fi-'om aome other state. Somewhat careless work this, for a critic 
In history. 

The seven remaining specifications of error discovered by Mr. Dawson 
relate to tlie convention of January 16th, 1777, at which the independence 
of the jSTew Hampslih'e Grants was declared. At the commencement 
of the journal of this convention as given in Uie Society's publication 
(p. 37,) it was stated that a pai-t was taken ft-om Slade's State Papers and 
tlie residue from the manuscript furnished by Judge Phelps. Ira Allen 
was the clerk of the convention, and the manuscript of Dr. Fay, from 
which Judge Phelps copied, does not purport to have been recorded by 
Dr. Pay, but to be a copy from that of Ira Allen, as may he seen at p. 42. 
Judge Phelps did not copy from Dr. Pay's manuscript that portion of the 
proceedings which had been printed in Slade, but made notes of the 
pointiS in which he aaw they varied, and from his notes a few supposed 
errors of the type in Slade were coiTected. In a single instance, of no 
great importance, the text in the State Papers was preferred to the copy 
of Dr. Pay, for reasons which will be given hereafter. 

In further proof of tlie supposed dishonest purposes of the Editors of 
the Society's publication, Mr. Dawson insists that they have made two 
men represent one town in the convention, when in reality they were the 
representatives of too— each of ft sejiarate towq, Tliis grave charge is 
introduced as follows: 
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"8. — 111 tlie "Westminster Couvenfjoti of January 15, 1777, tliia version 
of the Mimitea of tliat body ■would liave us belieye tliat "Lt. Leonard 
Spaulding" and "Lt. Dennis Lockland" jointly represented "Dummera- 
ton," and that the town of "Putney" was not represented in that Con- 
vention, by any one: the fiict is, that "Dumraerston" had only one Dele- 
gate— "Lieut Leonard Spalding"^; that -'Putney" «!as represented in 
the Convention; and that "Lieut Dennis Locklaiid" was ^ei' Delegate, 
instead of Dummerston's." 

We are very glad Putney as well as Dunimerston wrs represented in 
this convention. It adds to its importance hy showing tliat a larger 
number of towns participated in mating the declamtion of independence 
tlian had been supposed. Thanks to the critic for ftirnishing the " Ver- 
montese" with this "new weapon for their use m. the contest witli the 
phantoms from New York." The error ia tlie publication was copied 
fi-cm Slade's State Papers, where we suppose it must havebeen iojiocently 
miide, hy either tlic copyist or the printer. Lest Mr. Dawson's authority 
he doubted, we add that in this case he has stated the fact. The Ver- 
mont Almanac and Kegister for 1796, printed at Windsor by AJdcn 
8pooner, conflnns Mr. Dawson's statement. 

Si'EcrFicATiOK ITo. 9 chai'ges tliat Josqih Williams and not "Jbsiah" 
Willi;uiis represented Pownal in tliis convention, which is doubtless true, 
as we find the name given as Major Joseph Williams by both Slade and 
Spooiier, "Josiah" was a wrong rending of tlie manuscript copy, not 
chai'geable to the Editors. 

Mr. Dawson's next Specification in as follows : 

"10. — The re-constructed Jlfwiiiies of the same Conveution present a 
formal introduction of seven lines, to the Eepoi-t on what is, in fact, Ver- 
mont's Declaration of Independence— certainly, as far as Vermont is con- 
cerned, an iijstnimeut of tlie first iraportanue, as material for history — 
the original Minntea of the Convention itself, which constitutu the origi- 
nal record of the paper, presented no such introductory matter, nor any 
other — our friends of the Committee to the contrary notwithstanding." 

It was stated by the Committee at the commencement of the proceed- 
ings of tliis convention of January 1777, at page 37, that flie part of tho 
lom-nai, which is here complained of, was copied from Slade's State Pa- 
pers, and if Mr. Dawson looked into the declaration of independence of 
printed in that volume, he must have fbund those seven lines precisely 
as in the Society's piihlication. He whs not a stranger to Mr. Slade's 
work. In his subsequent specification. No. 12, he speaks of Mr. Slade's 
" well known Vermont State Papers," and proceeds at once to make an 
important quotation fi'om tliat work. The first sis lints of the quotation 
are from the same page (69) on which the above "formal introduction" com- 
plained of is printed. We are, therefore, justified in assuming that Mr. 
Dawson did know, very well knew, tliat his proscribed inti-oductoi-y mat- 
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tt'i- dad been in print in tliat "well known" work for iieai-ly fifty years. 
But with tills knowledge lie chose to treat the origin of those seven lines 
as a mystery, and to epeafc of them as if his "friends of the Committee" 
had surreptitiously fbisted them, for some sinister purpose, into their vol- 
ume. He asserts positively, that "the original minutes of the conven- 
tion presented no such introductory matter." "We deny his authority 
thus to speak. We deny that he has in his possession Uie original min- 
utes of this convention, and therefore controvert his aesertion that the in- 
troductory matter was not in the original minutes. We confidently 
believe it was there, and shall continue in that belief until Mr. Dawson 
proves the eontrai'y by the production of the original minutes. 

We suppose the manusaipt, which Mr. Dawson calls the original min- 
utes, is the hook of Dr. Pay which was seen and copied by Judge Phelps 
as before stated. Of tliis convention of January 1777, Ira Allen and not 
Dr. Fay was the Clerk, and at the end of its proceedings iti Dr. Pay's 
book, as copied hy Judge Phelps and printed in the Society's volume, 
page 42, it is certified, not as the original minutes, but as ''A ti'ue copy 
from tlie original." 

The introductory matter complained of is in the following words: 

" To the honorable convention of representatives from tlie several towns mi 
i/te west and east side of the range of Green Mov/ntains, within the New- 
Hampshire Grants, in conoention aasmihled : 

Tour committee, to whom was referred the form of a dcclai'ation sel- 
ling forth the right the inhabit-ants of said ITew Hampshire Grants have 
to ftirm themselves into a separate and independent state, or govern- 
ment, beg leave to report, viz. :" 

That these introductory words ivere in tiie report as originally made to 
tlie convention, there can he no reasonable doubt, and we tliiiik as little 
that tliey would be copied into the journal, as was the introductory mat- 
ter to the report of another committee on the next page of the journal. 
This "formal introduction" is found in a copy of the proceedings pub- 
lished as long ago as 1823. It seems mucli more likely that tliey were 
omitted by Dr. Pay in his copy ft-om Ira Allen's minutes, either hy ac- 
cident or from the belief that tliey might he properly leit out, than tliat 
any one had undertaken to prepare them without authority to be inser- 
ted in Mr. Slade's publication. They were, indeed, merely formal, and 
do not alter the meaning of tlie proceedings in any degree whatever, and 
why Mr. Dawson, even if he had been ignorant of their antiquity, should 
undertake to magnify their insertion in the Society's volume into an ot- 
fence against historical integrity, is a question which he alone can solve. 

The next Chakqb of Reconstruction is as follows: 

" 11. — In the same important instrument, as originally recorded, a most 

important extract from tlie Journals of tlie Continental CongresSj certified 

by the Secretary of that Congi'ess, was introduced, as the foundation of the 

Convention's proposed action on that subject; in the reconstructed Min- 
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ut«s, the recoicl of tlmt resoludoii is changed in it« terms, and the verifica- 
tion of the Secretary is altogetlier omitted^a curiotis and significant co- 
incidence." 

The pai-t of the Society's work, liere complained of, is copied literally 
fi'om Slade's State Papers without diminution or addition, as Mr. Dawson 
well knew, and if it contains evidences of " reconstruction," he also knew 
they were of too gi'eat antiquity to he chargeable to the committee of pub- 
lication. The "important extract from the Journals of the Continental 
Congress" is the resolution of tliat body of May 15, 1776, which is copied 
Itoni Blade in the following words: 

Besohed, That it he recommended to the respective assemblies and 
coaveutions of the United Colonies, where no government sufficient to 
the exigencies of their affairs, liaa been heretofore established, to adopt 
such government as shall, in the opinion of the rein-esentatives of the 
people, best conduce to the happiness and safety of their constituents in 
particular, and of America in general." 

Mr. Dawson's charge is quite indefinite, bxit on thorongh examination 
we are satisfied it can be no other than the discovery by him, aiter dili- 
gent seai'ch, that the word hei-etofore which precedes the word established, 
in the resolution, and which is thus copied from Slade, is printed hitherto 
in the Journal of Congress, We are unable to find any other change in 
the terms of the resolution. To be sure this does not make the slightest 
change in the meaning of the resolution, the governments which had 
been '■^heretofore established" being those and tliose only which had been 
"AiiAerfo established." But Mr. Dawson considers this altogether harm- 
less change made in print nearly iifty years ago, which there could never 
have been any motive for making, and which could not have been other- 
wise than accidental, as of sufficient importance to sustain a charge of a 
dishonest purpose in "his friends of the committee. " The committee 
ho would insinuate wickedly changed the terms of the resolution by sub- 
stituting the word heretofore for hitherto, and Uien to soften their condem- 
nation if detected, suppressed the Secretary's verification of the resolu- 
tion, which is in Slade (77,) but not in the report quoted from Slade (69). 
These tsvo acts, we suppose, constitute the pith and point, if there be any, 
of the " curious and significant coincidence " with wliich his charge con- 
cludes ; and all this, when Mr. Dawson had full knowledge that the com- 
mittee had nothing to do in originating the changes of which he complains. 
He must have been extremely anxious to discover an occasion for feult 
finding, or he could never have resorted to so fiimsy a pretense for it. 

Ohaege No. 12.— Mr. Dawson in liis specification No. 12 makes a quo- 
tation of some lengtli from the declaration of independence of the New 
Hampshire Grants, as printed in Mr. Slade's work, which he styles Mr, 
Slade's " well known Vermont State Papers," to show that tlie new State 
was therein called " New Connecticut alias Vermont," and he also refers 
to the beforementioned manuscript, from which Judge Phelps copied, aa 
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containing tlie Siime two names, in wiiicli he is doubtless coi'iecl. In 
the copy in the Society's volume the words alias Vermont were omitt«d, 
and io their place were inserted two hraokets, and between them was a 
space suflicient to contain the words, irftli a vefereace to a foot-note, 
thus — [ ' ]^which note was as follows : 



appears from the subsequent use of the name N'ew cfonnecticut alone, 
and from the proceedings in the convention of the 4tli of June following, 
where the name was changed to Vermont. J. Allm's Vermont, ». 79, and 
H. SaWi Ft, p. 239, 297?' 

Mr. Dawson discovers, ia this suggestion of error in the two copies of 
the declaration, a very great outrage. He says that both tlie before-men- 
tioned copies — from Slade and Phelps — were "before the Committee 
when it issued tliis reconstructed record ; and we confess," he says, " we 
are not acquainted with the principle which warranted the Committee, in 
the face of the two distinct copies of the original, to not only omit ffom 
its version of the Minuteg the words " alias "Fernioiit," but to discredit tlie 
fidelity of the only text which it employed, by doubting the existence of 
the words elsewhere," and he concludes his condemoation of tbis act of tie 
Committee,- with the sad reflection that "iSwcAis Vermoni history, as writ- 
ten by Vermont historians." There was certainly no attempt of the Com- 
mittee in this case to practice a deception in regard to the name, and what- 
ever may be thought of the credit to which their suggestion— that the aUas 
Vermont was not iu the original declaration — is entitled, it is presumed 
there are few persons besides Mr. Dawson who will be disposed to treat 
it as flirnishing ground for any special stigma upon Vermont or Vermont 
historians. 

"We will now proceed to give, as briefly as ive can, some reasons for the 
belief that the words alias Vermont were not in the original declaration. 
In the langu^e found in the Vermont State Papers and quoted by Mi-. 
Dawson, the territoiy of the Kew Hampshire Gi-rants " is hereby declared 
forever hereafter to he considered as a separate, fVee, and independent 
jurisdiction or state ; by the name, and forever hereafter to be called, 
known and distinguished Ity the name ofJS'ew Corunecticut, alias Fmnojit." 
The idea tliat the convention should solemnly resolve and enter on their 
record of the formation of a new state for all time, that it should forever 
thereafter liave and be called by two names, or by either of two, as any 
and every person pleased, is, certainly, in a very liigh degree improbable; 
We suppose it more probable tliat the first name of the state was ^«m 
ConnecUeut only, and that after the name had been changed to Vermont, 
the words aUas Vermont were added by way of explanation that New 
Connecticut had become Vermont, and without the expectation that the 
added words would be treated as part of tlie original record. That 
the "alias Vermont" could not have been in the original declaration 
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seems to be very clearly iadicatetl by the evidence refeiied to in the fore- 
going note, which we ivill now introduce; 

I.— The declaa'ation was aflopted by the lOtli vote of the convention, 
after which STew OoDneeticnt is twice given in the Journal as the name 
of the State, and no ftirther mention is made of Vermont, — thus: 

"12th. Voted, That the Declaration of JTew GonneeUeut be inserted iu 
tile newspapers. 

" 13th. Voted, Tliat Oaptain Heman Allen, Col. Thomas Chandler, and 
Kathan Clark, Esq., he a committee to prepare the Declaration for the 
I'reas as soon as may be. 

" 14th. Voted, That Doet. Jonas Fay, Col. Thomas Ohitteuden, Doct. 
Beuheu Jones, Col. Jacob Bailey and Capt. Heman Allen he the Dele- 
to cari'y the Remonstrance and Petition to the Hon. OontJnental 
ress and further to negotiate business in hehalf of JVeu) Conneaii- 
cjit." — Vt. Hist. GollecUonB, vol. 1, p. 41. 

TI. — The revised declai'ation, as prepared for the press iu pursuance of 
the 13ih vote of tlie convention, was published iu the Conuecticut Oour- 
ant for March 17, 1777, which revised declaration concludes in these 
wofds, "The said Stat« hereafter tt) be called by the name of JVew Cmi- 
necMeut.'" — Ibid, p. 47. 

Ill, — The January convention of 1777 adiourned to meet at Windsor 
the 4th day of the follomng June. The proceedings of this couveution 
commence as follows; 

" New Hampshire Grahts f alias J } 

Kew ComTECTiCUT; f "Wiiidsor, June 4th, 1777. 

" Convention opened according to a^iournment," &c.—Ibid, p. 48. 

The following are extracts from the Journal of the iUrther proceedings 
of this convention; which were altogether iuconsiatont with the supposi- 
tion tliat the name Vermont could have heen in any way uaed at its pre- 
vious meetiug; 

" State of Vebmont, ) 

In General Convention, Windsor, June i, 1777. J 

" Whereas this convention did at their session in 'Weatminster, the 16th 
day of January last, among otlier things declare the district of land com- 
monly called and known by the name of the New Hampsliire Grants to 
he "a free and independent state oapahle of regulating their own inter- 
nal police in all and every respect whafaoever, and that it should thereaf- 
ter he imovm by the name of_ Neno OonnecUcut: » » • « • 
* * and WhereaB, this convention have been informed that a dis- 
trict of land lyins on the Susquehanna river, has been heretofore and is 
now known by the name of New Connecticut, which was unknown to 
them until sometime since the declaration at Westminster aforesaid ; 
and as it would be inconvenient in many respects for two separate dis- 
tricts on this continent to have the same name; 

Sesolved, Therefore, unanimously, that tlie said district described in 
the preamble to the declaration at Westminster, aforesaid, shall now 
hereafter be called and known by the name of Vebmoht."— ISM, p. 50. 

Afterwards at the same convention the question was proposed whether 
the members would proceed to business on the former declaration at 
Westminster, " with tliis alteration only, that instead of New Conneeiiaut 
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the said diatrict aliould eoev be lenoKti "by the name of Vekmont,"' and it ivas 
voted by the Beventy -one membei's present in the afflrmative. — Ibid, p. 51, 

The official pi'oceedings of theae two conventions, of Januaiy ancl June 
1777, seem conclusively to show that the first name given to the state 
must have beea JUTew ConnecHcut only, and that afterwards the aarae 
Vermont was siibstituted for it. 

lY. — Purthef, Ira Allen, n-ho, ;ls we have seen, was clerk of the Janu- 
aiy convention at which this declaration of independence was made, gives 
in his Histoiy of Vermont the ?ahi<tance of it in neai'ly the same lan- 
guage as it is in Blade's State Papers, in which it lb declared that tlie 
state is "to be forever hereafter called, known and distinguished by tlie 
najne of S'ew ConneofictiJ,'' witbout any mention of Verm.ont, Mr. Al- 
len also afterwards says that the name Vermont was given to the State 
by Dr. Thomas Toung of Philadelphia, and that the delegates of the Jaii- 
uarj- convention, who had been appointed to present their declaration to 
the Continental Congress, — "Fay, Chittenden, Allen and Jones,— re- 
turned from Congress, without the decision of that body on their petition 
in behalf of the inhabitants, and brought with them Dr. Young's letter 
printed and published at Philadelphia, addressed to the inhahitant« of 
Vekmont."— J.!Zm's Yt,7(l 80, and Vt Swt toll&'tioni \ol 1,376,379. 

The true history of the change of nime is doubtless the foUowiug : 
When the delegates aiti^ed it Philadelphia they leiined that the name 
Kew Connecticut had ■^lieady been appiopiiated for another tenltoiy, 
and saw the necessity of Lhanging it On consultation wifh Di Toung 
they approved of his recamniendation cf the name Vetmonf, and agreed 
to tkvor its adoptiQu. In their petition to Congress, which was presented 
the 8th of Aprii 1777, they did not therefore mention any name for their 
new state. Doct. Young's letter, with which they returned to Vermont, 
bore date the 11th of April 1777. All the delegates were members of 
the following June convention, and participated in making the change 
of the name of the stat« from Ifew Connecticut to Vermont agreeably 
to their previous understanding with Dr. Young, 

We have perhaps' occupied more space in the consideration of this 
question tian it deserved. It has nothing whatever to do with the old 
controvei-sy between !New York and Vei-mont, for as regarded Uiat, the 
name assumed by the new state was quite immateriaJ, We arc unable to 
account for Mr. Dawson's hot indignation at the. innocent suggestion of 
tbe committee of publication in this matter, but upon the supposition — 
which indeed derives support from what he has long been attempting— 
that he considers himself engaged in a mission to discredit and condemn 
all Vermont histoiy whatever. 

We trust sufficient evidence has been adduced to show that the sugges- 
tion that the first name of the new st-ate ivas Kew Connecticut, ivilhout 
an alias, was not rashly and inconsiderately made. 
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